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POINTERS 


The American Reunion Scheme, beginning on page 40, has had 
"to be considerably condensed, but we have, we hope, provided 
a full and fair presentation of the Proposed Basis of Union, 
mostly in its own words. The Minority Report is much shorter 
and is printed in full. At the time of writing the Reports have 
not come before the General Convention for discussion, but by 
the time these words are read its decision on the resolutions 
which conclude the Majority Report will have been made. What- 
_ever the decision may be, we pray that it may be for the glory 
of God and the good of His Church. 
* * * * 


Our Day of Prayer on October 17th or 20th is the subject of 
an article on page 38 by the Chairman of the C.D.C.P., who 
explains its particular aim and purpose. All our priest-supporters 
at home should already have received copies of*the leaflet and 
prayer paper specially prepared for the day, and we hope that all 
have already arranged for the day to be observed in their churches 
either on Thursday, October 17th, or Sunday, October 2oth. 

If any of our readers, prie sts or lay people, have not heard of 
the arrangements for keeping the day, copies of the leaflet and 
prayer paper will be sent to them on receipt of a stamped 


addressed envelope, by the Secretary, C.D.C.P.,'6 Perth Road, 


Beckenham, Kent. Contributions towards the expenses of the 
day will be gratefully acknowledged by the Secretary or by the 
Treasurer C.D.C.P., 173 Kew Road, Richmond, Surrey. 


FAITH UNITY 


OUR DAY 


I_have been asked to explain the purpose of the Day of Prayer, 
which now for the fourth year is to take place on October 17th, or 
the following Sunday. Its background is undoubtedly the great 
longing for Christian unity which is happily an outstanding 

feature of this present age. But our immediate purpose is more 
restricted, it is to pray for the Anglican Communion as con- 
fronted by the problem of reunion in its various provinces. It is 
precisely this good and holy desire for unity which has brought 
crisis to the Anglican Communion throughout the world. In the 
common allegiance which holds its members together there is an 
unresolved divergence of outlook. For some the basis of their 
loyalty lies in their belief that the Church of England, during the é 
upheavals of the Reformation period, retained the essential 
elements of Catholic Faith and Order which were brought to this 
land 1.300 years ago. Should this continuity and identity of 
belief with the past be destroyed, they could not in conscience 
remain within her fold. There are others who attach little value 
to this claim, and base their loyalty rather on the Church of 
England as having separated from Rome at the Reformation and — 
become one of the * Reformed Churches "’ which sprang up at > 
that period and after it. In spite of this radical divergence of its 
members as to the basis of their allegiance, the Church in England 
has pursued its way for 400 years and has spréad throughout the 
world. The history of those years records some grave incon- 
 sistencies, some alarming vicissitudes, some glorious revivals, and 
a very real advance in mutual charity and forbearance, an 
advance which, if unchecked, might lead us to that agreement 
in the truth of God’s holy word, Sst which we pray daily in the 
prayer for the Church Militant. 
The danger which threatens the whole Anglican Communion 
-to-day is that we may be compelled to make a decision between 
these divergent claims on our loyalty for which we are still quite 
unready. From whichever side this demand for a decision may 
come it must mean crisis. Whether we are called.to decide in 
favour of a reconciliation with Rome, or to step down to the 
level of those who repudiate the historic faith oa order of the 
Church, conscientious difficulties must arise on one side or the 
_ other because in such a decision, for one or other the very grounds 
.of their loyalty are at stake. 

To-day we who support the C.D.C.P. are indignant because 
there is a widespread attempt to force upon the Anglican Com- 
munion proposals which we cannot conscientiously accept, and 

_* which threaten the Anglican body with disruption. It is bere 
. first of all that we are faced with the urgent need of prayer. We 
need to pray that we may understand one another, that we may 

not be content to shout across to one another with ceaseless *+- 
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reiteration our own point of view, but strive to think sympa- 
thetically and charitably of the other's case. We who are now 
resisting the present proposals for reunion must consider what we 

should feel if we were on the point_of a satisfactory reconciliation 
with Rome and were being held back by the conscientious diffi- 

culties-of those who felt their loyalty to the Reformation was 
endangered ; and those who are now so irritated at our organized 
resistance to their proposals must think how they would be acting: 
if the position was reversed and it seemed as if the whole Anglican 
Communion was to be reunited to the Roman Communion. 
. Would they not plead as we do now that conscientious objections 
should not be'trampled upon? This then is our first need of 
prayer, a more sympathetic consideration of the fact that we have | 
not yet ourselves resolved the radical difference in the nature of 
our common allegiance to the Church of England. | Precipitate 
action must hinder our growth in unity and gravely imperil our 
future. . 

In the second place we must pray for our theologians. In 
recent years our Catholic-minded scholars have been making vital 
contributions to the biblical, historical, and liturgical principles 
which underlie the problem of Christian unity. This work is 
still going on. It is providing the very conditions needed for the 
the study of the problem with which the Anglican-Communion is 
to-day more seriously concerned than any other Christian body. 
We must pray for their work, and that they may be given time 
to carry it on before great decisions are attempted. We may-De 
faced with the supreme crisis at the Lambeth Conference in July, 
1948, or it may come from America this autumn, or from India 
early next year. We must humbly address ourselves to Divine 
Providence that human impetuosity may not throw back the 
work of unity to which our Catholic theologians are making such 
notable contribution at this time. 


Above all we pray to the Holy Spirit in the utter bankruptcy 

of our human efforts and contrivances. To quote the words of 
a devout and scholarly Anglican layman, written nearly ten years 
ago, “* We have to confess that Christendom as a whole is in such 
strange sickness that sincerity itself, by which we mean sincere 
adherence on the part of every communion to its own theology 
and theory of unity, is a fatal bar, so far as human effort is con- 
cerned to the only unity which can satisfy the Divine ideal. . 
To rise up above this baffling and unyielding diversity of outlook, 
and through the impenetrable fog, into the serene atmosphere 
of prayer—in order to expel the darkness so to speak as from 
the side of God—this is the exercise of faith and hope in God.” 


This is our third effort of prayer, to acknowledge our helpless- 
ness as God’s opportunity, waiting on Him in quiet faith and hope. 


W. B. O'BRIEN, S.S.J.E. - 
| 
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AMERICAN REUNION SCHEME 


The Joint Commission on Approaches to Unity, appointed by 
the General Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church in | 
the United States of America in 1943, has now presented a 
Majority and a Minority Report as the result of its discussions 
with a committee of the Presbyterian Church in that country. 
The Majority Report, containing the Proposed Basis of Union, is 
signed by ten members of the Commission, the Minority R&port 
by seven ; one member was absent from the last meeting of the 
Commission owing to illness and has signed neither Report. The 
Majority Report is too long for reproduction in full in the space 
at our disposal and can only be summarized. The summary is 
made almost entirely in the exact words of the Report, but to 
avoid the use of a mass of quotation marks any words which are | 
not the actual words of the Report are printed in this smaller type. 


THE MAJORITY REPORT 


PART I 


After mentioning the various meetings of the Commission and noting 
that it has also had informal contact with the Methodists, the Report 
goes on to state the principles underlying the negotiations. These were :-— 


1. The subject under discussion is not the co-operation or 
federation of the two Churches -but organic union, and organic 
union means ultimately . . . ‘one Church, with one standard of 
faith, one.communicant list, one ministry, one system of govern- 


2.. We have tried to envisage not only the union of two 
icular communions, but also the ultimate reunion of all 
disciples of our Lord. ks 
In a final paragraph it is recorded that some .. . are signing 
this report because they approve the plan in substance... . 
Others . . . because they wish the clergy and laity . . . to register 
judgment thereon, and not because they endorse or agree with 
the plan in all its details. All reserve the right to support or 
oppose the proposals in the light of further study, and when they 
are submitted for further action. 


PART II. THE PROPOSED BASIS OF UNION — > 
PREAMBLE 


The Preamble stresses the need for unity in order that the will of God 
may be done and that the Church may fulfil its mission both at 
home and abroad and may become increasingly effective in human 
affairs, as a united community of faith which transcends nation- 
ality, race, and class. It states that the aim of the negotiations... 
is to achieve such a basis of union that: . . the union of the two 
Churches can be the nucleus of a more inclusive union. 


é 


“Then come the following articles which if adopted will become 
the basis for further negotiations looking toward the drafting of 
a constitution. 


I. DoctTRINE 
. General Statement. 


= Churches accept the Scriptures of the Old and New 

Testaments . . . the Apostles’ Creed and the Nicene Creed. . 
The Confession. .of Faith and the Catechisms, and the Book of 
Common Prayer with the Articles of Religion, are recognized as 
containing the system of doctrine taught in Holy Scriptures as 
the uniting Churches have respectively. received it. 

The Basis of Union permits . . . any teaching in the formularies 
authorized in either of the unitigg Churches before the union, 
provided that ... whenever definite conflicts are disclosed between 
the formularies, . . Such conflicting teachings shall not be taught 
as necessary to salvation or so as to break fellowship in the 
united Church. 


2. Specific Statements. 
(a) The doctrine of the Trinity is affirmed. 
(6) The Incarnate Christ, God and Man, is Head of the Church. 
(c) The Holy Scriptures are the record of God's revelation of 


Himself for the redemption of man, and are the supreme sources | 


for our knowledge of Him and of His will. The truth of such 
knowledge is attested by the Holy Spirit in the corporate witness 
of the Church and in the hearts of Christians. . . . 

(d) The visible Church is the fellowship of all .. . who, being 
baptized, profess faith in Jesus Christ as their Saviour and Lord ; 


which fellowship is responsible to Him for the proclamation of | 


the Gospel, for the perpetuation of the ministry which He gave 
it, for the use of the Sacraments instituted by Him, for the 


maintenance of its unity as His Body. . . . It was constituted by 
Christ. . 
(e) The ‘two Sacraments ordained by Christ . . . are sure 


witnesses to the mighty acts of God and are means of grace 
appropriated by faith. Baptism is a sign and seal of God's 
covenant in Christ, of ingrafting into Him, of remission of_sins 
by His death, of regeneration by His Spirit, and of incorporation 
into His Church. In the Lord’s Supper . .. Christ communicates 
Himself to His people. . . . The Lord’s Supper shows forth the 
Lord’s death till He come. It is offered as the memorial of His 
sacrifice. . 


(f) The Ministry. ‘Christ supplies the Church, of which He is 


‘ the living Head, with a ministry continuous through the centuries ~ 


and empowered by the a Spirit to ‘proclaim the Word and 
minister the Sacraments. . | 
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II. GOVERNMENT 


1. General Statement. 

There shall be in the united Church a series of ahcuseesate 
councils (or judicatories). . 

2. Specific Statements. 

(a) Councils ( Judicatories). 

(r1) Within the Parish. The Parish Council shall consist of 
the minister or ministers of the parish, and the ruling elders 
elected by the congregation. The minister shall have the over- 
sight of the worship of the parish, with the advice of the Council. 
The Council shall be responsible for the spiritual upbuilding of the 


congregation. . 
a (2) Within the Diocese or Presbytery. The 
SS (Convention) shall consist of the Bishop or Bishops 


presbyters (priests) within the diocese, and ruling kes dele- 
gated by the Parish Councils to represent the congregations. . 
The Bishop of the diocese . . . shall be its presiding officer or 
moderator. The Presbytery shall elect its bishop or bishops. It. 
- shall have power to receive and examine candidates for the 
ministry. At ordinations, clerical representatives of the Presby- 
tery shall participate with the Bishop in the laying on of han 
It shall have power to install pastors in their charges, and to 
dissolve the pastoral relationship. The Presbytery shall have 
~——~power to receive complaints against ministers and to arrange for 
-» their trial. It shall enact a constitution and canons binding 
within its jurisdiction. . . . In general, it shall take order for what- 
ever pertains to the spiritual welfare of the churches under its 

(3) Within the Province or Synod. . . : Its Council, thé Synod, 
shall consist of representatives (bishops, presbyters (priests), and 
ruling elders} from all the Presbyteries within the Province. . 

4) The General Assembly (Convention). The supreme council 
(judicatory) of the united Church . . . shall be composed of bishops, 
presbyters (priests), and ruling elders. . , 

The powers and functions of (3) and (4) are wet defined in the Basis of 
Union, but are to be set forth in the constitution. + ! 


III. Ministry AND Lay LEADERSHIP ~ 
1. General Statement. . 
All men ordained after the effective date of the union will 
bear the authority of both traditions. . . . Ministers who have 


been ordained in either Church prior to the... union will receive 
the authority of the other. mt 


2. The Clergy. 


_ (a) The Episcopate. Bishops shall have the powers and duties 
a theirs, and these shall be set forth in the Constitu- 
tion . . . exercised in concurrence with the Presbytery. . 


On each bishop in his diocese, and on the Bishops of the 
Church as a body, is laid the responsibility of publicly witnessing 
to the doctrine of the Church. . 

Episcopacy is a form of Church g overnment which has persisted 
through the centuries ; and while “hiffering views and beliefs have 
been held regarding it, and willbe permitted in the united Church, 
it is agreed that the continuity of the episcopate . . . shall he 
effectively maintained. . 

(0) The Presbyterate. In the ministry of the Word and Sacra- 
ments of the Gospel presbyters (priests) share equally with bishops. 

. As members of the presbytery, they shall participate with 
the Bishops in the government of the Chasth. . 

At the time of the union ministers of both Churches are to be com- 
missioned by the laying on of hands of both the Moderator or Bishop, , 
as the case may be, and his attending presbyters. . . . The Moderator 
or Bishop shall use the form following :— oh 


Here the Moderator or Bishop shall say to the minister to be 
commissioned 


The ministry of the Word and Sacraments which thou 
hast already received is hereby recognized ; and the grace 
and authority of any Orders as conferred by this Church 
are now added. 


Then the Moderator or Bishop with attending Sresbylery Shall 
lay hands on the minister to be commissioned and say :— 
Take thou authority to execute thy ministry and to 
dispense the Word of God and His holy Sacraments in this 
united Church ; in the Name of the Father and of the Son 
and of the Holy Ghost. Amen. 


(c) The Diaconate. . . . Deacons shall have the right to preach a 
and teach under the license and supervision of the bishop and 
presbytery. . 

3. The Laity. 

. All, according to their measure, share in the priesthood 
which the Church derives from Christ. 

(a) Congregations. The uniting Churches recognize the right 
of congregations to select their pastor or pastors . . . subject to 
such discretion as the Constitution may vest in the bishop and 

presbytery. The laity shall also take their appropriate part in 
the election of other officers and in the general government of 
the Church. . 

(6) Ruling Eliers. Ruling elders are the lay representatives 
of the people, chosen by them co the purpose of exercising govern- 
ment and discipline in conjunction with presbyters (priests) or 
pastors. .. . A ruling elder . . . may be commissioned by the 

_ bishop and to have charge of a congregation 
having no minister. . 
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(c) Lay Deacons. Congregations which so desire sand elect 
lay deacons and deaconesses . . . to serve the church . . . in its 
_ ministry of teaching, social service, and charity. 


IV. OTHER Basic PRovisions 


"2 _ 1. Baptism by water, in the Name of the Trinity, is the ented 
by which candidates are incorporated into the Church. 


2. Confirmation is a rite through which increase iz grace is 
* bestowed by the Holy Spirit and by which baptized persons 
ublicly renew their baptismal vows, assume for themselves the 
full responsibilities of Church membership, and are admitted to 
the Holy Communion. . . . Candidates . . . shall be carefully ; 
instructed . . . and shall be examined and approved by the 
minister and parish council. . . . 

The rite shall be administered by the laying on of hands, with 
prayer, by the bishop, or by a presbyter (priest) duly authorized 
by the bishop and presbytery. 

3. The Lord’s Supper. In the celebration . . . bread and wine 
shall be used, and every rite in the united Church shall contain 
-at least the following :— 


(a) A confession of sin and a declaration of Géd’s forgiveness. 


(6) A commemoration of the Lord’s death and — and 
the recital of His words and acts in the institution. 


(c) The Apostles’ Creed or the Nicene Creed on ‘appropriate 
occasions. 


4. Ordination. . . . In every ordination service there shall be 
the imposition of hands, with prayer, an authorization to minister, 
and a designation of the office to which the candidate is being 
. ordained. 
All ordinations of presbyters: (priests) and deacons shall be by 
the bishop and the presbyters (priests) of the presbytery of 
jurisdiction, who shall join in the laying on of hands. 
In the service of consecration of bishops .. . there shall be... 
the laying on of hands by the bishops (who shall be at least 
three in number) and (priests) representing Ge 
presbytery of jurisdiction. . aay 
When a congregation shall so request, the bishop and presley. 
tery shall require of the pastor-elect a promise to minister the 
doctrine and worship in accordance with the forms to which the 
parish is accustomed. . i 


V. WORSHIP 
1. General Statement. as) 


It is anticipated that in due time the united Church will have 
a common service book which will express the unity and breadth 
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of its faith and life, and which-will result naturally from fellow- . 
ship in the united Church. This will include a variety of forms, 
liturgical and non-liturgical, to meet the needs of various parishes 
and groups in the Church, and to preserve the distinctive values 
in the two traditions of worship. .. . No attempt will be made to 
abolish diversity of worship, but forms of public worship and 
usages connected with them which have been authorized or 
permitted in either of the uniting Churches . . . may be con- 
tinued. ... 


The Liturgical Commission. 


A Commission of twenty members—ten from each of the uniting 
Churches—is to be set up for twenty-five years, or longer if. necessary, 
which shall prepare a book to be offered to the General Assembly 
(Convention) for adoption as the common service book of the 


united Church. 


| VI. PROPERTY AND CONTRACT RIGHTS 
Qualified committees of both Churchés are to consider these matters. 


PART III. RESOLUTIONS 


_ The Commissiofi recommends the » adoption of the following 
resolutions: ... 
2. That the Proposed Basis of Union is hereby received and sub- 
mitted as worthy of the serious study of the Bishops, Clergy, and 
Laity of our Church. ... 
5. That the Presiding Bishop be requested to present the 
Proposed Basis of Union to the meeting of the Lambeth Con- 

ference in 1948 for its consideration and advice... . 


THE MINORITY REPORT. 


We, the undersigned members of the Commission on Approaches 
to Unity, cannot sign the majority report nor recommend the 
Proposed Basis of Union to the Church for study because we judge 
that the proposals radically distort the religion of our Lord. We 
see no point in asking the Church to study for a period of.years 
what we are certain would, if adopted, cause only di sunity among 
ourselves and superficial unification with othérs. 


I. We de not admit that the Commission was appointed, as 
has been asserted in some quarters, merely to be a negotiating 
_ committee to accomplish union with the Presbyterians immedi- 
ately and at any price. Thé Resolution of 1937 in regard to unity 
with the Presbyterians was passed unanimously and without 
debate. It is unthinkable that our Church could have voted to 
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destroy its"General Convention and to liquidate itself, all in the 
| space of a few years, without at least some debate upon the_ 
4 subject and some opposition. The fact that there was no debate 
and ne oppositior® is clear evidence that the resolution was not 
understood by the Church then as it has been interpreted by 
some recently. | 

Secondly, it would be a distinct act of apostasy for our Church 
or any Church, to pledge itself to an act of unity blindfolded, by 
giving a blank cheque in regard to Christian faith and practice. 
That would be tantamount to saying that our religion is not 
concerned with belief and practice, and thus debase it to the 
plane of sentiment. We feel sure that our Church, by the Resolu- 
tion of 1937, did not intend to degrade itself in this fashion and 
therefore we vigorously repudiate any ‘ compulsion’ under this 
resolution to accept without question whatever the Presbyterians 
may insist upon. 

II. It has been said that the Presbyterians have accepted the . ’ 
episcopate. This we deny to be the case save in the most Pick- 
wickian sense. The role of a bishop has indeed varied through 
the centuries and we have no desire to restrict the variety of its 
manifestations; but one fact has remained constant and un- 

_ changed. That fact is that only a bishop can validly ordain. 
From the years during which St. John was presumably still alive 
at Ephesus, there is the unbroken testimony through the centuries. 
that the peculiar and necessary function of a bishop is to ordain. , 
This the Presbyterians flatly deny by asserting that their ministry 
is on precisely the same foundation as an episcopally ordained 
ministry, and refusing even to accept a supplemental ordination 
of any kind. Some have urged that the Proposed Formula for 
the Interim Period is really a supplemental ordination. We do 
not deny that. by theological agility it might be so interpreted, 
but we are confident that it would be dishonest so to interpret 
it, when the Presbyterians have explicitly declared to our Com- | 
mission that it is just with this interpretation that they will nof 
accept it. 

Further, they strenuously assert the parity of Orders. This 
phrase is not altogether familiar in our Church, but its meaning 
is that all ministers of the Church have absolutely the same 
spiritual power, and that no one has any more spiritual authority 
than any other. In other words, bishops, priests, and deacons, 
are all on the same level of authority, and a bishop has no more 
spiritual power than a priest or a deacon. This principle has 
indeed been an historic Presbyterian principle and the Presby- 

‘~ terian Department frequently and strongly asserted it when we 
met. We were informed that parity of Orders is a fundamental 
Presbyterian conviction and that ‘we will never give it up’. . 
Further, in their desire for a unicameral assembly, they urge that 
such organization should be set up ‘ because it expresses govern- 
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mentally the parity of the clergy’. Such doctrine has never been 

the doctrine of the Anglican Communion and was one of the great 

~ points of conflict in the English Civil War between the Church 
and the Presbyterians. 


Even beyond this, the Presbyterian view of the ministry 
utterly rejects the Prayer Book idea of the priesthood. In their 
official publication ‘ Why a Presbyterian Church’ it is definitely 
asserted that a minister ‘is in no sense a “ priest ’’ beyond any 

, other sincere Christian believer’ (p. 17). It would be hard to 
find any doctrine of the Ministry more contradictory of what we 
have learned from our Prayer Book than this. 


fil. The proposals suggested would, if carried out, ultimately 
do away with our Prayer Book. It is true that for a certain 
period of years they allow the Presbyterians to continue their 
accustomed forms of worship and us: to continue to use our 
Prayer Book. This, however, is only for a limited time. After 
that time, the new Church, with the Presbyterian element vastly 
outnumbering ours, will issue its own book of worship which will 
supersede all others. It is absurd to suppose that this large 
Presbyterian majority will continue to favor our historic Prayer 
Book against which they have fought so bitterly through the 
centuries. Hence, however this proposal may be camouflaged, 


it still remains that a vote for it is a vote ultimately to destroy 
our Prayer Book. 


IV. The present proposals would automatically remove the 
Episcopal Church from the Anglican orbit of Churches and make 
it a member of the Presbyterian orbit of Churches: According 
to the announcements made in regard to the South India Plan, 
which is a far less radical scheme than these present prop oe the 
Anglican Church which accepts it is to be cut off. com- 
munion with Canterbury. Hence, were our acca to go. 
through, our Church would be out of communion with Canterbury 

| and our bishops would not be invited to Lambeth. Even more, 
by these proposals, the new Church would be in communion with 
the Presbyterian Church of Scotland and so in communion with 
all the Presbyterian Churches throughout the world. In -other 
—words, these proposals would swing our Church definitely and 
unequivocally out of the Anglican Communion and make it a 
part of the Presbyterian Communion. We cannot feel that this 

is desirable. 


SUMMARY 


., We regret that we cannot acquiesce in presenting the present © 
proposals to the Church for study. We recognize that the 
majority report explicitly dees not approve the proposals in any 
way, but merely presents them to the Church for study for three | 

_ years. We know that several members of ine majority group 
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do not themselves. approve of the proposals, but only agree to 
their presentation to the Church for study. Nevertheless, we 
cannot believe that it is right in the sight of God and in loyalty 
to His Church to ask the Church to study, with at least the 
possibility of accepting, what we are profoundly convin ed is 
repugnant to the mind of Christ. : 


We still feel that the two points which led many of us at an 
earlier stage to hope for some achievement in unity are entirely 
disregarded by these proposals. The first of these points is that 
anything considered in regard to the Presbyterians should be 
judged in the light of further possibilities of union with other 
communions. It' is a patent fact that the present proposals 
would move us farther ard farther from any of the great historic 
Catholic communions and that in fact we should become rather a 
laughing-stock before the eves of Christendom in any claim to be 
a* Bridge Church’. We should have become merely one of several 
hundred other Protestant sects. 


The second point upon which much has been spoken and written 
and of which we had hoped much, was that union was to be 
achieved by all communions giving to the new Church what they 
themselves possessed and had found valuable. No communion 
was to give up, but every communion was to give. This is not 
the purport of the present proposals. The-historic ministry of 
the Church as understood by the majority of Christians throughout 
the world, and the sacramental system authorized by our Church 
and binding us to that larger fellowship of Christians, these have 
not been given_by us because they have not been accepted by the 
Presbyterians. The bishop has been transmuted into merely a 
permanent moderator. Any student of ecclesiastical institutions 
reading the present proposals impartially would come to only 
one conclusion, namely, that our Church had ceased to preserve 
its historic identity and had become a new kind of Presbyterian 
Church. Since we do-not wish to participate in this change, we 
find ourselves unable to approve these proposals. 


~ 


The Wider Issues of Reunion, the Bishop of Nyasaland’s 
article, which we hoped to print this month has been crowded 
out but will appear later. 


* * 


Communications for the Editor and subscriptions to Faith and 
_ Unity (three shillings a year minimum) should be sent to the 
Secret ary, C.D.C.P., 6 Perth Road, Beckenham Kent. Back ~ 
numbers of Faith and U nity are available and can be had from, 
the Secretary, price fourpence each, post free. 
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